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TABLE  8 

ANALYSIS  of  YEARLY  TOTAL  for  PASSENGER  and  AIRCRAFT  OPERATIONS 


1978 

1982 

1982 

+5% 

1982 

+15% 

1987 

Total  Daily  Air  Carrier 

and  Air  Taxi  Operations 

1448 

1473 

1556 

1729 

1502 

Total  Departures  (avg.) 

724 

737 

778 

865 

751 

%  of  Class  1 

22.7 

25.2 

25.2 

25.1 

28.5 

Class  2 

58.4 

58.0 

58.1 

58.2 

56.9 

Class  3 

18.9 

16.8 

16.7 

16.7 

14.6 

#  of  Seats  per  Aircraft 
(avg. ) 

Class  1 

280 

300 

300 

300 

300 

Class  2 

140 

160 

160 

160 

170 

Class  3 

16 

20 

20 

20 

25 

Occupied  Seats  Per  Air- 
Craft  (avg.)  (L.F .*0.65) 

Class  1 

182.0 

195.0 

195.0 

195.0 

195.0 

Class  2 

91.0 

104.0 

104.0 

104.0 

110.5 

Class  3 

10.4 

13.0 

13.0 

13.0 

16.5 

Daily  Passenger  Totals 
(avg.) 

Class  1 

29,911 

36,216 

38,230 

42,337 

41,736 

Class  2 

38,476 

44,455 

47,009 

52,356 

47,218 

Class  3 

1,423 

1,609 

1,689 

1,878 

1,809 

TOTAL 

69,810 

82,280 

86,928 

96,571 

90,763 

x60 

x60 

x60 

x60 

x60 

July- August  Passenger  , 

Enplanements 

4,188,600) 

(4,936,800)  5,215,1 

S80  j  5,794 , 

260| 5,445 

TOTAL  -r  %  of  Yearly 
totals 

f  0.25 

0.25 

f  0.25 

*  0.25 

?  0.25 

Yearly  Passenger  Count 

(Enplanements)  x  IQQQ 

16,754 

19,747 

20,862 

23,177 

21,783 

TABLE  8  (cont.) 


ANALYSIS  of  YEARLY  TOTAL  for  PASSENGER  and  AIRCRAFT  OPERATIONS 


1978 

1982 

1982 

+5X 

1982 

+15X 

1987 

Total  Daily  Air  Carrier 
and  Air  Taxi  Operations 

1448 

1473 

1556 

1729 

1502 

x60 

x60 

x60 

x60 

x60 

86,880 

88,380 

93,360 

103,740 

90,120 

July-August  Aircraft 
Operations  *  X  of 

Yearly  Total 

*0.19 

*0.19 

*0.19 

*0.19 

*0.19 

Yearly  Aircraft  Count 

457,263 

465,157 

491,368 

546,000 

474,315 

(Air  Carrier  and 
Air  Taxi) 
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CLASS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
POR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 


EXPERIMENT  NO, 
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TABLE  16 


CLASS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
FOB  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  HO.  /<9 
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TABLE  17 


CLASS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
TOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DETARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO.  ^ 


RUNWAY 

NAME 

24R 

24L 

25R 

25L 

i 

TOTAL  ' 

ARRIVALS  ■ 

CLASS  1 

mm 

0 

0 

36 

Si 

CLASS  2 

20 

0 

O 

ns 

/IS 
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44 

0 

0 

XI 

73 

CLASS  4 

12 

0 

0 

12 

Z+ 

TOTAL 

11 

0 

O 

2S2 

SS/ 

OZHAMD _ 

H-3 
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6 

X07 

3St 

DEPARTURES 

CLASS  1 

0 

86 

4 

0 

9o 

CLASS  2 

O 

8 S 

/*8 

0 

233 

CLASS  3 

o 

22 

SS 

0 

77 

CLASS  4 

0 

s 

/4 

0 

i  /f 

TOTAL 

0 

nt 

221 

0 

4/9 

ARRIVAL 

AND 

DEPARTURE 

TOTALS 


9 1 


ns 


xzi 


2S2 


77  o 


TABLE  21 


CLASS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
FOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO. 


RUNWAY 

NAME 

24R 

24L 

23R 

25L 

| 

TOTAL  ' 

|  ARRIVALS  ■ 

CLASS  1 

Z+ 

0 

o 

S7 

a  / 

CLASS  2 

27 

0 

o 

2t4- 

24-1 

CLASS  3 

43 

o 

o 

23 

C8 

CLASS  4 

6 

o 

o 

/a 

2+ 

TOTAL 

/CO 

0 

& 

3!+- 

4/4- 

au wrtAC 
daman  n 

/*/ 

o 

o 

2S3 

<4/+ 

DEPARTURES 

CLASS  1 

o 

nz 

2 

o 

1/4 

CLASS  2 

C 

99 

/  7i 

o 

27  0 

CLASS  3 

0 

23 

37 

C 

i  B4 

CLASS  4 

1 

D 

3 

*3 

O 

i  z* 

TOTAL 

O 

244- 

243 

C 

+31 

* 

/CO 

a** 

243 

3/4 

fC3 

4  2 


TABLE  27 

CLASS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
FOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO.  JO 


RUNWAY 

NAME 

6R 

7L 

24L 

23R 

TOTAL 

ARRIVALS 

to 

-2$ 

0 

O 

3? 

9 

43 

0 

A 

CLASS  3 

//' 

4 

0 

0 

/r 

CLASS  A 

•  J' 

J 

0 

0 

4 

TOTAL 

3* 

*4 

0 

0 

It  7 

DEPARTURES 

CLASS  1 

o 

0 

42 

3 

CLASS  2 

* 

0 

_4f 

43 

77 

CLASS  3 

0 

0 

£ 

If 

1 7 

CLASS  4 

0 

0 

6 

3 

3  _ 

O 

0 

77 

CS~ 

MZ  ' 

• 

FT  1 

J3 

34 

77 

{S' 

*37 

48 


TABLE  33 


CUSS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
TOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO.  Z\ 


RUNWAY 

NAME 

24R 

24L 

25R 

25L 

i 

TOTAL  ' 

ARRIVALS 

CLASS  1 

13 

7 

0 

43 

£.8 

CLASS  2 

21 

2 

13 

63 

Z 

CLASS  3 

31 

e 

3 

zr 

67 

CLASS  4 

r 

i 

1 

i 

-24 

TOTAL 

7 o 

/AT 

/7* 

3C3 

DEPARTURES 

CLASS  1 

2 L 

12 

t 

2 

17 

CUSS  2 

23 

CC 

/*7 

37 

233 

CLASS  3 

13 

/* 

2S ' 

n 

CLASS  4 

4 

3 

2 

/c 

/? 

TOTAL 

42 

m 

yjr 

73 

4zi 

J 

If  2 

/si 

Ho 

243 

761 
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TABLE  35 


CLASS  AND  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
FOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO.  22  A 


RUNWAY 

NAME 

24R 

24L 

25R 

25L 

TOTAL 

ARRIVALS 

CLASS  1 

JS0 

6 

a 

+ 7 

68 

CLASS  Z 

rs 

o 

84 

2.  ©4 

CLASS  3 

/6 

/• 

6 

+  7 

67 

CLASS  4 

r 

/ 

0 

/2 

x4 

TOTAL 

72. 

0 

nt 

362 

DEPARTURES 

CLASS  1 

, 

/ 

ft 

0 

0 

97 

CLASS  2 

wem 

31 

0 

mm 

333 

CLASS  3 

/2 

23 

0 

42 

77 

CLASS  4 

4 

4 

0 

// 

19 

TOTAL 

*1 

J<2 

0 

23  3* 

426 

1*4 

Z34 

6 

7S  9 


43  I 


TABLE  39 


CLASS  AMD  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
FOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO.  IS  A  (TO  SC  C*f1?UrBP  ) 

24R  24L  25R  25L 

ARRIVALS 


CLASS  1 


CLASS  4 
TOTAL 


DEPARTURES 


CLASS  3 
CLASS  4 


TOTAL 


RUNWAY 

NAME 


TOTAL 


TABLE  40 


CLASS  AMD  RUNWAY  DEMAND  DISTRIBUTION 
FOR  ARRIVALS  AND  DEPARTURES 

EXPERIMENT  NO. 


TOTAL 


4« 


